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2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written opinion of the 
International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not apply where the applicant chooses an Authority other 
than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notified the International Bureau under Rule G6.\bis{b) that written opinions of 
this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to submit to the IPEA a 
written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 3 months from the date of mailing of Form 
PCT/IS A/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form PCT/IS A/220. 
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Form PCT/IS A/237 (cover sheet) (January 20O4) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 

PCT/FR2004/000743 



Box No. I 



Bass of this opinion 



1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in the language in which it ^ 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 



This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following language 

. which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under 



Rule 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 



2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

a sequence listing 
tU ,aolc < s ) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 
[~~] in written format 

[ | in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing 

| | contained in the international application as filed. 

[_J filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
I | furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. ^] In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto has been filed or 

furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 
filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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International application No. 

PCT/FR2004/000743 



Box No. II Priority 



1. \sQ Tnc following document has not yei been furnished: 

\X\ copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43bis.\ and 66.7(a)). 
jT*""| translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43bisA and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has nevertheless been established on 
the assumption that the relevant date in the claimed priority date. 

2. F| This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim has been found invalid 
(Rules 43bis.\ and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international filing date indicated above is considered to be the 

relevant date. 



3. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis. 1(a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 

!. Statement 

Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) CIajms 1Q 



Claims 1 ~ 1 3 
Claims 



Claims 1~ 9 , 11-13 



Industrial applicability (IA) Claims 1 ~ 1 3 
Claims 



YES 
NO 

YES 
NO 

YES 
NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 

Reference is made to the following documents in the 
present notification : 

Dl: WO 98/30440 A (ULSTEIN PROPELLER ; GAREN RUNE (NO)) 16 
July 1998 (1998-07-16) 

D2: EP-A-0 612 658 (YAMAHA MOTOR CO LTD) 31 August 1994 
(1994-08-31) 



1.0 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 

The present application fails to comply with the 
requirements of PCT Article 33(1), since the 
subject matter of claim 1 does not meet the 
requirements of inventive step defined by PCT 
Article 33(3) . 



Document Dl, which is considered the closest prior 
art to claim 1, describes (the references between 
parentheses apply to this document) : 

A retractable propeller for a floating or 
submersible device comprising a propeller unit (1) 
comprising a rigid structure (2) coupled to a 
cylindrical turbine, said rigid structure 
containing or capable of containing a motor, said 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bi&l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

motor being capable of rotationally driving at 
least one helix inside said turbine, using at 
least one shaft that rotates between said motor 
and said helix, said propeller unit (1) may be 
displaced using displacement means between a 
retracted rest position (S) inside the hull and a 
spread-out propulsion position (O n ) wherein the 
helix is submerged below the hull, wherein said 
displacement means enable said propeller unit to 
be displaced between said retracted (S) and 
spread-out (0 N ) positions according to a uniform 
circular movement of said propeller unit in 
relation to a centre of rotation (A) . 



Consequently, the subject matter of claim 1 
differs from the instructions of Dl in that there 
is (preferably) a plate to close the hull placed 
below the turbine and coupled to it (al) , and in 
that the centre of rotation is located notably at 
the level of the hull or below said hull (a2) . 
Since the two different features mentioned are not 
interactive, these features are merely a 
juxtaposition of features instead of a combination 
of features . 



The problems that the present invention is 
intended to solve can thus be considered to be 
that of (al) how to close the hull when the 
cylindrical turbine is retracted to improve water 
flow, and (a2) how to change the centre of 
rotation of the propeller unit to reduce the space 
the retracted propeller unit takes up. 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 



The solutions (al, a2) proposed in claim 1 of the 
present application are not considered inventive 
(PCT Article 33(3)) for the following reasons: 
(al) According to the description given in D2 , the 
plate that closes (72 in D2) the hull has the same 
advantages as those mentioned in the present 
application. Therefore, including this feature in 
the retractable propeller described in document Dl 
constitutes a normal step taken by a person 
skilled in the art to solve the stated problem. 
(a2) The feature of placing the centre of rotation 
at the level of the hull or below said hull is 
merely one of a plurality of obvious options that 
a person skilled in the art may choose, depending 
on the circumstances, to solve the stated problem 
without involving an inventive step. Persons 
skilled in the art are always seeking to reduce 
the space taken up by objects fixed in a boat. 

Consequently, the features described in documents 
Dl and D2 would be combined by a person skilled in 
the art, without demonstrating inventiveness, to 
solve the stated problem. Therefore, the solution 
proposed in independent claim 1 cannot be 
considered as involving an inventive step (PCT 
Article 33 (3) ) . 



2.0 DEPENDENT CLAIMS 2-9, 11-13 

The claims do not contain any features which, 
combined with the features of any one of the 
claims to which they refer, meet the requirements 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis,l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

of the PCT of novelty and inventive step (PCT 
Article 33 (2) and (3) ) . 
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